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Polish-Baltic Military Secretariat 



Reference: 140 CSSWU 0 f 27 September 1951 J 

C—' _ _ ^Drecently told C_ sj and that the British are/secretly ' 

organizing a Polish-Baltic Military Secretariat in England, vhich is jto serve 
as šame type of General Staff for questions concerning Poland and thefBaltic 
coantrieB. g fflypBritish are primarily being aided Jfej^eir activitiei? by Dr. 
Millibald kuaU, current cha ir man of the Estonian Na&Snal Fund in Loildon, and' 
rarmer caunsellor of the Estonian Legation in Londo$ and t>y General JĮĮDEES of 
Polish Arny vartime f ame. Eačh Baltic country vili be represented on" -the^ecre- 
a “iii'tary “d a civilian f igure, and £ "1 says that Heinrich 

former Estonian Minister to.Sveden, and ColoneT Alphonse HMnJE = are' 
oelng considered as the Estonian civilian and militSl-JI JllUlllUtJf S oi 1 '{fie'Sėcretariat 

2 * 'J reported this Information in reference, vhich contains considerable 
matenal on the past and current activities of LARETEI, and ve are reporting 
tha.s material sepaM.tely since it may not have come to the attention of Head- ‘ 
ąuarters and _ 
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SEGUR1TY INFORMATION 



Memorandum Regarding Mįr ((3 Jjj Conversation with 7C -^7 

on November 28, 1951 



Bef ore our convereation H~ ~j . informed me tbat, rather recently 
he had a meeting regarding Lithuanian problema v&th a very hieh America n 
/"įįC> official - "much higher, than the tuo in Uunich". 

a. asl<®dC_ O for the ansners to two ąuestions: 

(l) How much could Mis s Simonaity." ^nown about the ties 

eith Lithuania from Sneden? CL —J ansitered that, 
eventually, she could have learned that Tarvydas, in 
case of neceseity, vould return to Lithuania. Miss 
- Simonaitis could not have learned more about their native 

ties from Sidzikauskas, since he himself, knetf nothing 
, more of them. Homever, horw much she might have knonn 

c . _<pbout Ms other combinations, for example, the French, 

J nould have no way^ J ~*^jirining. The re eas 
talk all over VLIK - uhich L Į thinks be heard about 

60 times - that Sidzikauskas had intimate relations with 
Miss Simonaitis, and it uould be basically assumed that 
Misą Simonaitis could have also heni-H about his dealings 

in altogether secret matters. Cj 3 wrote the lašt 

statement down. 
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(2) ‘C- -3 was asked b f C , 37 if he coūld submit a copy 

of the memorandum by Skrajūnas circulated in Lithuania 
or some bther concrete evidence about that memorandum. 

The Americans kncro nothing about that memorandum, and 
had nothing to do eith it. It eould be bėry important 
to get a complete text from Lithuania, or least of all, 
get significant esctracts of it. This point is so significant, 
that t»e ought t& maU-a eve ry effort to get proof and, deliver 

it to Sneden. C- 3 ansnered that he rec u "~'į!edge 

of the memorandum and itstert from Žymantas . (_ I knoes 

for sure that Kymantas does not have the complete texb, and 
as for extracts, he is not sure. f ^promised to make 

an inąuiry to Lithuania regarding the memorandum; on 
December 3 he asked Tarvydas about this through w/t. 



b- C O? 



;ave a brief on his discussions uith the Americans t 



(1) The Americans are veiy ihterested in having the Lithuanian 
executive unification come about as soon as possible. 
Honever, they are unable to indicate what changes should 
take plące since they do mot have the right to interfere 
in Lithuanian internal affairs. They can not favor any 
faction and mušt content themselves nith declaration of 
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their princj§ffe desire (unif ication) . ūie position of 
the Americans is that thė Lithuanian executive reorganization 
ought to c ome about j&thįnone vear at the latest . Froo 
thls context, I ( pres umably f* 33) remarked that the 

neutraJicy or non-f avoritism of the Americans mould not 
require f avoritism of any one faction if they v&thdre* their 
one-sided rendition of support. Otheraide, there was no 
noutrality. 



( 2 ) 



The Americans explained to P ^Jthat after the los3 
of Skrajūnas they h avė no w/b contacts with Lithuania. 
Also, the Americans made it claar that they are not going 
to send any more people to Lithuania. 
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ended his talk vrith 
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tdth these conclusions: 



(1) After the aforementioned, the explanation of the Americans 
is "clear" since ne here are the only ones who have n/t 
contact. Therefore, that strengtbens our significance 
and position. Since the contact the TIEBARS have is rather 
weak, in the near future we niU have to discuss how tie can 
make it raore effective and strengthen it. 

(2) ~1 stated that with regard*to the Lithuanian activities 

abroad, executive leadership ought to be in the hands of one 
individual and not in collective hands. The executive 
authority stfinuM be Minis ter Lozoraitis (in setting forth this 
statement Jj at timea stated "in my opinion" and at 

times, "in our opinion". ) It ttould be quite significant if 
Minis te r Lozoraitis nould get in touch with the top man heading 
American direction as soon as possible. "In talking nith 
these men in Munich there is no reward", because their influencę 
and importance are vary weak. Should such a meetlng c ome about 
bettreen Lozoraitis and the top (American) direction, and 
Lozoraitis' remarka be heard for or against union — — c J 

hesitated to say more, since he is not thoroughly familiar with 
the ins and outs of our internal situation. ; 



Stockholm, December 5, 1951 

HDTTIFS sent copies of the above to: 

"Chief of Lithuanian Diplomatic Corps, S. Lozoraitis, 
and Professor Kymantas" (Žakevičius in Great Britain, 
presumably workLng for British Intelligence) 
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